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difmabK<;/A1} G,\ I MBNTS 
This case has been carefully reviewed and analyzed in view of die Final Official 
Action dated 12 September 2003. Claims 22-44 were pending in the Application. 
Responsive to the rejections made in the Official Action, Claim 22 has been amended to 
clarify the combination of elements which form the invention of the subject Patent 
Application and Claims 23, 25, 29 and 36 have been amended to clarify the language of 
those Claims. Further, Claims 27, 28, 37, 39 and 41-44 have been cancelled by this 
Amendment, 

Jn the Official Action, the Examiner rejected Claims 28-30 under 35 U.S.C. § 11 2, 
as being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter 
which Applicant regards as the invention. The Examiner indicated that the scope of Claim 
28 was indefinite because of an inconsistency with the independent Claim 22, which did not 
positively recite the "overhang portion". 

The overhang portion has now been positively recited in Claim 23, and those Claims 
which contain positive limitations directed toward the overhang portion are now ultimately 
dependent on Claim 23 . Thus, it is now believed that all of the Claims particularly point out 
and distinctly claim the subject matter that Applicant regards as the invention. 

In the Official Action, the Examiner rejected Claims 22, 24-26, 28-30, 32-38, 40 and 
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41 U nd CT 35U.S.C.§102, a sbeinE a nticip a tedbyNagayam a ,«al.,U.S.Patent#6,137,220. 
The Examiner stated that the reference disclosed an organic electro-luminescence device 
whtch included a substrate ,02 and a plurality of elongate first electrodes 103 formed on a 
surface of the substrate. The Examiner further stated that the reference disclosed a polity 
of organic layer divisions 106 formed on the first erodes to extend transversely rdafive 
thereto, with each of the organic layer divisions including at leas, one organic electro- 
luminescent layer and the organic layer divisions being spaced one from the outers. The 
Examiner indicated that preference further disclosed aplurality of second electrodes 107 
formed respectively on the organtc layer divisions, and a plurality of rampar, portions 1 04, 
,05, 107 each disposed adjacent the at least one organic layer divisions, and extending 
upward from the first electrodes to support an overhang portion. The Examiner former 
stated.ha.eaoh rampart portion had a plurality of sections including a bottom insulating pad 
section 104 or 105 and a heat sink section 107 formed of a conductive material. 

It is respectfully submitted that the Nagayama, et al. reference discloses an organic 
etectro-luminescen, disp,ay wherein a plurality of organic layer divisions 106 are separated 
by partition walls 105 formed of an electrically insulating material. Column 1, Lines 28-33. 
Overlaying the organic layers ,06 are corresponding electrodes 107. While the insuring 
partition wallslOS define ramparts, whiehstruc.uresdonotincludemeelec.rodesl07.Like 
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,he electrodes of .he invention of the subject Patent Application, electrodes 107 do have 
some heat sinking capability. However, additional heat dissipation capacity is provided in 
the invention of the subject Patent Application by the addition of the heat sink sections 372. 

To further distinguish .he invention of Ac subject Paten. Application from the 
Examiner's interpretation of the Nagayama, et al. struck, Claim 22 has been amended to 
define the rampart portions as being ^sssstiy^^^ 

Thus, it is clear from the Claim language of the invention of tire subject Patent 
AppHcation that the rampart structures areseparate and distinctfrom the second electrodes, 
(which electrodes are corresponding to the electrodes 107 of the reference). 

Therefore, as the reference fails to disclose each and every one of the elements of the 
invention of the subject Patent Application, it cannot anticipate that invention. 

The distinction between the invention of the subject Paten. Application and the 
reference relied upon by the Examiner is further provided in Claim 23, wherein the 
m Sul a.ings* P 392 is defined as beingdia,^^ 

p-^rtim i -^nv h.vnnd th . bra sink section lo HM TV -ft-nr i™*" of to aima 

por ,j on . such a structure is neither disclosed nor suggested by Nagayama, et al. 

Another Claim which further distinguishes tie invention of the subjeel Patent 
Application from the reference relied upon by the Examiner is Claim 33. The Examiner 
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equate A P plic a n.- S heat S mk s ec, i onwi*Nagay at n a ,e,a 1 -s e .ectrodel07,w.ue h elec tt ode 
dearly has a rectangular contour. The orrly structure of Nagayama, e. al. which is 
trapezoidal is the electrically insulating partition wall 105, which structure is neither 
disclosed nor suggested as being thermally conductive to serve as a heat sink. The 
remaining Claims are all ultimately dependent on Claim 22, which is now believed to be 
patentably distinct, and thus those Claims are at least patentably distinct for the same 
reasons. 

in the Official Action, the Examiner rejected Claims 23, 27, 3 1, 39, and 42-44 under 
35 U.S.C. § 103, as being unpatentable over Nagayama, et al. in view of Yamana, U.S. 
Patent#6,249,084. ThcYam 

et al. Nowhere does the Yamana reference disclose or suggest the incorporation of heat sink 
sections in the rampart portions of the device. While the reference discloses the use of 
moisture absorbent insulating layers, the reference neither discloses nor suggests a mpistyre 

Therefore, the combination of Nagayama, et al. and Yamana cannot make obvious the 
invention of the subject Patent Application, as now claimed. Those dependent Claims not 
particularly discussed are believed to provide further patentably distinct limitations, but arc 
at least patentably distinct for the same reasons as those discussed with respect to Claim 22 . 
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For all the foregoing reasons, it is now believed that the subject Patent Application 
has been placed in condition for allowance, and such action is respectfully requested. 

Respectfully submitted, 

For: ROSENBERG, KLEIN & LEE 
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Registration #33,253 
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